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FROM: Robert Leininaor 
As'jistant Regional Counsel 

TOJ Addressees 

c^n carch 24 the federal lawyers r^et with Chris Crundler and 
Paul Bitter to prepare them for their depositions* Ke went 
over tho general rules which a witness should follow and practiced 
?9any of the types of questions which it was anticipated would 
be asked by Keilly Tar, Chris Grundler was advised to be 
careful not to testify about specific facts or irsuos concorning 
the site unless he is conversant with such facts or issues. He 
had wore of an oversight role, Paul Sitter is the witness who 
was expected to know the details, 

Grundli»^r's deposition on March 25 consisted priwariiy of 
Be Illy Tar inquiring into what resiody the United states would 
be looking for in each aquifer underlying the site, Chris did 
a very good job In anaworlng Beilly's qtiestione and in knowing 
what questions should be deferred to Paul Bitter and the State's 
DSC, Steve Piner, Paul Bitter's deposition wa.s conducted on 
March 2S, peilJy's questioning of Paul was lauch oore thorough. 
Consequently, Fcilly didn't really get much beyond the topics 
of Paul's background and the drinking water criteria, Mr, 
Bitter was excellent, Be listened to each que.stiona very 
carefully, did not volunteer infortaation and was very precis© 
in his answers, We are currently trying to agree upon a date 
for concluding Paul's deposition. It will probably take two 
more days. 

Dijrlng the course of both Grundler and Hitter's depositions, 
whetf Peilly asked questions concerning the deliberative procea.s 
aspects of the poD, wo objected and insructed them not to answer 
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cifcing tb» <1®ltbe3[ratlv^» process privilege of o,s> vs Morgan^ 

Artdresseeas Robert Schaeter 
iSavid Ullrich 
Mary -Garfe . 
Barbara Magel 
Eliaabeth Maxvell 
Paul Bitter. 




